8.  Jerry Toney, the mine foreman, also testified, and it
was his belief that.he was proceeding in accordance with the
roof-control plan.  He said that he would not have allowed the
continuous-mining machine to take the right corner of the left
wing in the presence of a Federal and a West Virginia inspector
if he had not believed that it was appropriate, safe, and in
compliance with the roof-control plan, and that he felt that
no hazard existed because of the way they proceeded in this
instance.

Another witness who appeared on behalf of Consolidation
Coal Company was the superintendent of the mine, Norman Blank-
enship. He testified that he believed that he was entirely
within compliance of the roof-control plan because of the
sbcond paragraph on page five of the roof-control plan.  That
provision appears in both exhibits 3 and 5 and provides as
follows:

Where second mining is being done, management shall
show on a mine map the sequence of recovering pil-
lars.  Pillaring methods shall maintain a uniform
pillar line that eliminates pillar points and pil-
lars that project inby the breakline.  When condi-
tions dictate that changes be made in the sequence
of pillar recovery, such changes shall be author-
ized by the superintendent or designated mine fore-
man for the shift involved and shall include addi-
tional precautionary measures to be taken to com-
pensate for the abnormal conditions encountered.

It was Blankenship's opinion that the abnormal condition which
warranted deviation at the time the citation was written was
the breaking of the posts, or the indication of some override,
and that it was necessary that the right corner of the left
wing be removed because if that were not done that it would be
difficult, if not impossible, to get the inmost portion of the
left wing removed without, having the continuous-mining machine
proceed inby permanent supports. Consequently, if they could
not remove the last portion of the left wing by using the se-
quence of mining shown on Drawing No. 4 of the roof-control
plan in effect on September 12, 1983, sufficient coal would be
left standing to interfere with the normal dropping of the roof
as retreat mining occurred.  Blankenship's testimony regarding
the adverse effect of leaving coal is supported by Jerry
Toney's and the inspector's testimony.  In fact, all witnesses
agreed that leaving coal in a pillaring section is as dangerous
a situation as taking too much coal at a given point. Blank-
enship also explained that he had made a request for a change
in the roof-control plan after Inspector Rosiek had written
Citation No. 2001967 because he had not previously been cited
for having removed, or for having allowed the removal of the
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